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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 



Claims 1-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Microsoft 
Windows NetMeeting, http://www.microsoft.com/windows/NetMeetinq/Features/default.ASP , 
hereinafter NetMeeting, and "Markup File for Asynchronized Collaboration on an Image Viewer 
Application" by International Business Machines Corporation, hereinafter IBM. 

Regarding claims 1 and 20, NetMeeting teaches receiving, in a first client, an 
identification of a second client to initiate a chat session with, initializing a chat session across a 
network between the first client and the second client, displaying a graphical image on the first 
client (all taught as part of the video and audio conferencing capabilities of NetMeeting, on page 
2 and the chat feature of page 3), selecting a command to markup the graphical image (taught 
as the use of selectable drawing tools on a shared Whiteboard, on page 4), and transmitting the 
markup file across the network to the second client through the chat session (inherent to the 
program to allow users at different workstations to view edits to the graphical images). 

NetMeeting does not explicitly teach in response to the command, storing markup 
information in a markup file separate from the graphical image, wherein the markup information 
comprises a markup entity, a source reference that identifies the graphical image, and an 
orientation that indicates how the graphical image should be displayed with regard to the 
markup entity. 



was made. 
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IBM teaches the use of a markup file for use on an image viewer application, such as the 
Whiteboard of NetMeeting. Furthermore, IBM shows storing markup information in a markup 
file separate from the graphical image (the script file of page 2), wherein the markup information 
comprises a markup entity (the markup information of page 2), a source reference that identifies 
the graphical image (inherent in the markup script data of page 2), and an orientation that 
indicates how the graphical image should be displayed with regard to the markup entity (the 
markup script information such as coordinates, rotation, and scaling of page 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of NetMeeting and IBM before him at the time the invention was made to modify the 
chat and Whiteboard portions of the NetMeeting application to include the markup file capability 
of IBM in order to obtain a chat and image conferencing system where image markup may be 
stored separately from the original image. 

One would be motivated to make such a combination for the obvious advantage of 
storing image markup separately from the original image. 

Regarding claims 2 and 21, NetMeeting teaches storing the graphical image local to the 
second client, taught as the ability of NetMeeting users to save Whiteboard contents, at page 4. 

Regarding claims 3 and 22, it can be seen in the NetMeeting image of page 4 that image 
markup commands are selectable from a menu. 

Regarding claims 4 and 23, NetMeeting allows for a markup entity to be a second 
graphical image, taught as the ability to cut, copy, and paste information from any Windows- 
based application into the Whiteboard, at page 4. 
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Regarding claims 5 and 24, it can be seen in the NetMeeting image of page 4 that the 
markup entity may contain text. 

Regarding claims 6 and 25, NetMeeting and IBM do not explicitly teach the use of XML 
for conveying markup information. However, XML files are well known in the art to give a user 
the flexibility of tag customization for specific information. The Examiner takes OFFICIAL 
NOTICE of this teaching. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to include markup information in XML for the advantage of the flexibility offered by the 
language. 

Regarding claims 7, 8, 26 and 27, it can be seen at NetMeeting page 3 that a single user 
or multiple users may be specified as the second client in contact with a first client. 

Regarding claims 9 and 28, applicant's specification points to XML or other document 
definition languages as being "firewall friendly" and therefore provide for the transmission of a 
markup file and text across a network without breaching firewall security measures. Markup 
information in XML is taught supra, and thus provides for the transmission of a markup file and 
text across a network without breaching firewall security measures. 

Regarding claims 10 and 29, the chat feature of NetMeeting (page 3) discloses 
functionality similar to an instant messaging application, such as the selection of a user or users 
to send messages to, and the ability to send private messages. 
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Regarding claim 11, NetMeeting inherently teaches a first client computer and a display 
device connected to the first client computer. Furthermore, any modern-day computer with 
storage means is capable of storing a graphical image. NetMeeting shows an instant 
messaging application installed on a first client computer (the chat capabilities of page 3) and 
allows for a selectable command to markup a graphical image (the Whiteboard of page 4). 
Through the use of such chat and Whiteboard capabilities, NetMeeting allows for receiving an 
identification of a second client to receive the markup file, initializing a chat session across a 
network with the second client, transmitting the markup file across the network to the second 
client through the chat session, and displaying the markup entity in the orientation on the 
graphical image on the display device. 

NetMeeting fails to explicitly teach in response to the command, storing markup 
information in a markup file stored separately from the graphical image, wherein the markup 
information comprises a markup entity, a source reference that identifies the graphical image, 
and an orientation that indicates how the graphical image should be displayed with regard to the 
markup entity. 

IBM teaches the use of a markup file for use on an image viewer application, such as the 
Whiteboard of NetMeeting. Furthermore, IBM shows storing markup information in a markup 
file separate from the graphical image (the script file of page 2), wherein the markup information 
comprises a markup entity (the markup information of page 2), a source reference that identifies 
the graphical image (inherent in the markup script data of page 2), and an orientation that 
indicates how the graphical image should be displayed with regard to the markup entity (the 
markup script information such as coordinates, rotation, and scaling of page 2). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of NetMeeting and IBM before him at the time the invention was made to modify the 
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chat and Whiteboard portions of the NetMeeting application to include the markup file capability 
of IBM in order to obtain a chat and image conferencing system where image markup may be 
stored separately from the original image. 

One would be motivated to make such a combination for the obvious advantage of 
storing image markup separately from the original image. 

Regarding claim 12, NetMeeting shows the instant messaging application configured to 
display the markup file in the orientation on the graphical image on 

the display device in response to receiving the markup file during the chat session, shown as 
the use of the Whiteboard application between multiple participants, at page 4. 

Regarding claim 13, it can be seen in the NetMeeting image of page 4 that image 
markup commands are selectable from a menu. 

Regarding claim 14, NetMeeting allows for a markup entity to be a second graphical 
image, taught as the ability to cut, copy, and paste information from any Windows-based 
application into the Whiteboard, at page 4. 

Regarding claim 15, it can be seen in the NetMeeting image of page 4 that the markup 
entity may contain text. 

Regarding claim 16, NetMeeting and IBM do not explicitly teach the use of XML for 
conveying markup information. However, XML files are well known in the art to give a user the 
flexibility of tag customization for specific information. The Examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE 
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of this teaching. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
include markup information in XML for the advantage of the flexibility offered by the language. 
See "What is XML?" by Norman Walsh, at http://www.xml.eom/pub/a/98/10/guide1 .html#AEN78. 

Regarding claims 17 and 18, it can be seen at NetMeeting page 3 that a single user or 
multiple users may be specified as the second client in contact with a first client. 

Regarding claim 19, applicant's specification points to XML or other document definition 
languages as being "firewall friendly" and therefore provide for the transmission of a markup file 
and text across a network without breaching firewall security measures. Markup information in 
XML is taught supra, and thus provides for the transmission of a markup file and text across a 
network without breaching firewall security measures. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. The art refers to publication dates for NetMeeting, and for similar applications such 
as eZmeeting. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Michael Roswell whose telephone number is (703) 305-5914. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 - 6:00 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (703) 308-31 16. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Michael Roswell 
5/20/2004 
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